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ABSTRACT 


Peroistent disturbances leading to blade-passing 
frequency noise in ground testing of jet engines for 
documentation of fan noise f and their control by passive 
flow manipulators, have been the subject of research in 
industry and government laboratories for many years. The 
goal of the present research is to identify the sources 
of these disturbances and the mechanisms for their 
development, as well as to establish effective means of 
controlling them. Vorticity from all surfaces and 
isolated objects in the vicinity of the fan intake, 
including the outside surfaces of the fan housing, have 
been identified as the major sources for these 
disturbances. The previously proposed mechanism based on 
"atmospheric turbulence" is refuted. 

Flow visualization and hot-wire techniques are used 
in three different facilities to document the evolution 
of various types of disturbances, including the details 
of the mean flow and turbulence characteristics. The 
results suggest that special attention must be devoted to 
the design of the inlet and that geometric modeling may 
not lead to adequate simulation of the in-flight 
characteristics. While honeycomb- type flow manipulators 
appear to be effective in reducing some of the 
disturbances, higher pressure drop devices that generate 
adequate turbulence, for mixing of isolated 
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nonuniformitiee, may be necessary to suppress the 
remaining disturbances. The reBultB are also applicable 
to the design of inlets of open-return wind tunnelB and 
similar flow facilities. 


CHAPTER I 


INTRODUCTION 

Background 

In the past decade, the growth of the environmental 
movement has stimulated large research programs aimed at 
noise reduction. An industrial area in which the noise 
problem is particularly acute is the airplane industry. 
Both private manufacturers and governmental agencies have 
concentrated their efforts to reduce jet-engine noise. 
Such programs rely heavily on the frequent testing of jet 
engines. Two types of noi6e measurements have been used 
in the past. The first one consists of performing 
in-flight measurements, i.e., fly-over testB. The second 
approach is the static ground test. Difficulties 
encountered during in-flight tests and the high costs 
associated with them tend to favor ground testing. 
However, significant discrepancies in the noise levels 
between the two methods have been consistently reported 
(see Feiler and Groeneweg, 1977 and Chestnut. 1982). 

The major difference resides in the noise spectra, 
with additional peaks appearing during static testing at 
the so-called blade-passing frequency. The source of 
such discrepancies has been traced to differences in the 
environment in which the measurements are performed. 

Many sources have been suggested for the disturbances 
leading to these discrepancies. The only item of general 
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agreement is that the noise generation mechanism of the 
blade-passing frequency is based on the presence , 
randomly in space and time, of very long concentrated 
vortical disturbances. The source of these disturbances 
remained a subject of controversy although several 
mechanisms had been proposed, such as atmospheric 
turbulence and the so-called ground vortex. Of these, 
atmospheric turbulence seemed to be the one that received 
most of the attention. Hence, the design of inflow 
control devices was generally undertaken in an attempt to 
reduce or eliminate undesirable turbulence rather than 
other "mean-flow" associated disturbances. However, 
numerous studies were encouraged by private industry and 
governme.it laboratories (e.g., see Gedge, 1980, Atvars, 
1980 and Peracchio et al., 1981), and the presence of 
various types of disturbances including boundary layers 
in ground tests has been suspected as a contributing 
factor to the higher noise levels. 

Rogers et al. (1980) suggest that the suction of 
boundary layers on the inner wall of the fan duct, in 
addition to inflow control devices, seemed to reduce the 
radiated noise appreciably. Appropriate scaling of fan 
models in wind tunnels was also achieved successfully by 
Dietrich et al. (1977) and Shaw et al. (1977) among 
others, Kantola and Warren (1979) and numerous 
researchers investigated various types of inlet 
turbulence control techniques. Ganz (1980) indicates 
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that £an noise due to atmospheric turbulence is less in a 
ground test than in flight tests. Be concluded that the 
control of atmospheric turbulence in the vicinity of the 
static teBt stand was not required. In general most of 
these attempts did not lead to a satisfactory or 
consistent solution. For a more complete review of the 
state of this subject, the reader is referred to the 
proceedings of a recent conference sponsored by NASA 
(Chestnut. 1982). 

Objectives 

Based on the results described above, it became 
clear that other sources of disturbances had to be 
identified. The control or suppression of these 
disturbances can only be achieved if their origin is 
clearly recognized and their behavior well characterized. 
In the meantime, at IIT we have always suspected tnat the 
role of "atmospheric turbulence” as originally proposed 
by Hanson, { 1 *>77) 1 b not significant. In fact the long 
slender vortical disturbances that lead to the 
blade-passing frequency seemed to us as highly unlikely 
to result from the atmospheric boundary layer turbulencer 
The objectives of this work then emerged and evolved in 
two phases of experimentation: 

- The first phase consists of identifying the 
disturbances. The knowledge of their nature would allow 
us to design a "clean* environment, in which controlled 
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disturbances can then be selectively introduced and 
parametric tests of their control conducted. By 
concentrating on one type of disturbance at a time* it 
becomes possible to describe its behavior and obtain 
their characteristics. In spite of the elimination of 
sources of disturbances other than the ones of interest , 
the flow field remains rather complex. This aspect is 
particularly enhanced by the unsteadiness and the 
three-dimensionality of Borne of these disturbances. The 
number of parameters, ranging from flow conditions to 
inlet geometry, is also a contributing factor. Hence, it 
was felt that conventional point measurement techniques 
would not permit accurate or complete description of the 
phenomena under investigation and at the same time cover 
the range of cases relevant to such a study. Therefore, 
global flow visualization was used to roach a significant 
part of the conclusions. Flow visualization allows one 
to quickly develop a qualitative understanding of the 
phenomena, hence becoming a valuable tool in diagnosing 
the various flow conditions. In the first phase of this 
investigation, the various disturbed and undisturbed flow 
conditions are thoroughly documented. 

Careful review of the literature cited before reveals 
that the inlets being used in static ground tests might 
not be optimal for this type of testing. In fact, these 
flight-type inlets are designed to operate in totally 
different conditions, i.e., a different flowfield. 


4 


Bence, several types of inlet geometries are investigated 
here. Finally, various types of flow manipulators, 
including an actual NASA Inflow control device were 
tested. From this phase of the study we concluded that 
vorticity generated at all surrounding surfaces 
(including the outside of the fan housing) and isolated 
disturbances such as wakes, that are ingested into the 
inlet, are the major contributors to the development of 
the disturbances. To quantitatively document the latter 
of these mechanisms the experiments of the second phase 
were designed and carried out. 

- The second phase deals with the behavior of 
isolated disturbances through a contraction. Isolated 
disturbances (such as wakes, etc.) are always present in 
the vicinity of ground test facilities. It is therefore 
essential to analyze their behavior as they are convected 
by the mean flow through the inlet. It would be 
interesting to determine whether the infinite contraction 
imposed on the flow suppresses or enhances the various 
types of disturbances. Very little data are available in 
the literature on that topic. It was felt that the study 
of isolated disturbances through a contraction would 
provide valuable Information to predict their behavior in 
an actual test configuration. It is indeed easier to 
follow and characterize an isolated disturbance in a 
confined stream undergoing a finite contraction. The 
results obtained from such a study should help in 
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predicting, at least qualitatively, the role of isolated 
disturbances in the flow of a real inlet. This phase of 
the study was conducted using standard hot-wire 
anemometry, rendered possible by the nonrandom position 
and occurrence of these artificially introduced 
disturbances. 

The authors would like to express special thanks to 
Edward Nieman for hie expert craftsmanship in building 
the facility. The authors are also grateful to Alain 
Marion for his help with various aspects of the 
instrumentation, and to all others whose contributions 
rendered this work possible, in particular Steve Bortz 
and Yann Guezennec. A special word of appreciation goes 
to Thelma Grymes for her careful typing of the 
manuscript. 

The support of this research by NASA Grant NSG-3220 
administered by the Lewis Research Center and monitored 
by John Groeneweg is also acknowledged. 
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CHAPTER ZZ 


FACZLZTZES AND TECHNIQUES FOR FLOW 
VISUALIZATION EXPERIMENTS 

The facilities used Cor the flow visualisation 
experiments will be described in this chapter. These 
facilities consist of a ducted fan drawing air from a 
low-disturbance environment through various types of 
inlets. The description of the low-disturbance chambers, 
as well as the various inlet geometries are given in the 
following paragraphs. Means of introducing controlled 
disturbances, as well as ways of suppressing them, are 
discussed next. Finally, the visualization techniques 
are introduced. 

Inlet Characteristics 

The characteristics of the four inlets used in this 
study are briefly mentioned here. The reader is referred 
to Appendix A for a complete description of their design 
and construction. 

In order to model the real ground test conditions, a 
scaled-down version of a JTD-15 jet-engine inlet was 
first tested. This inlet, denoted Fo, is geometrically 
similar to the one used in actual testing by NASA. The 
results of the preliminary study led to the design and 
construction of a small bellmouth type inlet with a sharp 
edge, denoted "Bh". A modified version of this inlet was 
then tested. This modified inlet, abbreviated "Bm", is 
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characterized by a smooth edge. Finally , a large 
bellmouth-type inlet was constructed. This last one* 
"Co", was actually used in conjunction with a fifth-order 
contraction and provided controlled contraction of the 
stream prior to entering the test section. 

Fan Ducte 

The fan duct is made up of two sections of uniform 
plexiglass ducts, i.e., the fan and the exhaust ducts 
(see Figure 2). Air is drawn by a small axial fan 
powered by a 0.06 BP DC motor. Both the fan and the 
motor are suspended in the center of the duct by four 
0.64 cm rods attached to the wall of the plexiglass duct. 
The rotational speed of the fan can be varied in a 
continuous manner up to a maximum speed of 3,800 rpm by 
connecting the motor to a variable DC power supply. In 
the present setup, this is achieved by means of a Varlac 
and an AC/DC converter. The mean axial velocity in the 
test section can therefore be adjusted to any desired 
value in the range from 0 to 6 m/sec. The free-stream 
turbulence intensity, though not measured, was estimated 
from the visualization records to be very low when the 
facility is used in conjunction with the low-disturbance 
control chambers. 

Flow visualization in the test section is achieved 
by installing a smoke wire 20 cm ahead of the fan, as 
shown in Figure 2. The details of the smoke wire 
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technique will be discussed later. A 30.5 cm long 
exhaust duct is located downstream of the fan, providing 
a uniform back pressure and thus increasing the 
efficiency of the fan. 

Low-Disturbance Chambers 

During the preliminary study, it became obvious that 
room disturbances have a considerable impact on the flow 
visualisation results, and it is therefore necessary to 
control the environment in order to obtain consistent 
results and isolate the various ongoing phenomena. 

Two low-disturbance chambers, "No.l* and "No. 2", 
were set up In a largo laboratory during the first and 
second part of the visualization study, respectively. 
These chambers were positioned ahead of the fan inlet to 
provide controlled flow conditions. 

As shown in '*e upper portion of Figure 3, the 
low-disturbance chamber No.l was like a small room. It 
was set up at the far left side of the laboratory, close 
to the end wall. During the first phase of this 
investigation, the laboratory served as a multipurpose 
working area as well as providing storage for a large 
amount of heavy equipment. Both the obstructions ahead 
of the chamber and the movements of persons in the room 
were found responsible for the undesirable flow condition 
ahead of the fan inlet (see Chapter Jli for more 
details) . 
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Therefore, a second low-disturbance chamber. No. 2, 
was established in the second part of this study. The 
chamber is shown schematically in the bottom of Figure 3. 
This low-disturbance chamber occupied a major area of the 
laboratory. 

The same laboratory was then organized to provide 
adequate conditions for the experiment. Large pieces of 
equipment and obstructions were removed, in addition, a 
partition was raised to separate the rest of the room 
from the actual test area. As a result, undesirable flow 
disturbances were minimized. 

Low-Disturbance Chamber No.l. Figure 4 is a 
schematic of the low-disturbance chamber No.l. It was 
used only during the preliminary study. The overall 
dimensions were 0.98 x 1.4 x 1.71 m. A number of 5.1 x 
10.1 cm wooden studs were used to form a frame on which 
heavy weight black velvet material was attached. The 
position of the flow visualization apparatus is also 
shown in Figure 4. The initial camera position No.l was 
set at an arbitary oblique angle with respect to the flow 
direction. However, the exact location of the camera was 
not recorded during thiB preliminary study. The fan 
intake was positioned approximately at the center of the 
front wall. The centerline of the fan duct was about one 
meter from i*. e floor and 70 cm from the side walls. The 
wall opposite to the intake was removed to allow easy 
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access during the experiment. All fan inlets, except the 
large bellmouth-type. were documented by flow 
visualization in this facility during the preliminary 
study. 

Low-Disturbance Chamber No. 2 . In view of the 
results of the preliminary experiment, room atmospheric 
conditions such aB air conditioning and convection flow 
patterns seemed to affect the flow field upstream of the 
intake. In addition, neighboring objects, including the 
presence of the investigator during the experiment, 
contributed to the disturbance of the intake flow. Since 
one of the purposes of this experiment is to manage and 
control undesirable disturbances, it 1 b necessary to have 
total control over the upstream flow field. Hence, a 
second low-disturbance chamber was set up to minimize all 
undeeired effects. Once a "clean* environment is 
achieved, controlled disturbances can be introduced in 
the inlet flow field. This approach of decoupling the 
various sources of disturbance present in a real flow 
situation allows one to study specifically the effects of 
various disturbances such as wakes or surface vorticity 
and develop means of suppressing them effectively. 

The overall dimensions of this chamber are 3.05 x 
4.57 x 2 j 74 m. The setup used for flow visualization in 
the low-disturbance chamber No. 2 1 b shown in Figure 5. 
Metal struts are used to construct the frame of the 
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chamber. Maximum spacing between both horizontal and 
vertical members was chosen in order to minimize flow 
obstructions. Porous black cloth (100% polyester) is 
tenBioned across the top to form the ceiling. The four 
side walls are made out of overlapping cloth panels. 

This particular design allows easy modification of the 
geometry of the control chamber# while providing 
excellent isolation when all panels are down. Wooden 
beams are attached to the lover end of the cloth panels# 
providing the neccesary tension to prevent them from 
swaying during the experiment. 

A right-handed cartesian coordinate system is UBed 
with its origin on the axis of symmetry at the inlet. 

The x-coordinate is aligned with the axis of symmetry, y 
Is oriented vertically and z 1 b in the horizontal 
direction. Therefore, positive x and y are in the 
upstream and upward directions, respectively. The fan 
inlet and duct assembly are positioned approximately at 
the center of the chamber's front wall (see Figure 5). 

The centerline of the assembly is 152 cm from the side 
wallB and 130 cm above the ground. 

The top view in Figure 5 indicates the camera 
positions No. 2, No. 3 and No.4 which correspond to the end 
view, side view and oblique view of the flow, 
respectively, it 1 b clear from this figure that the end 
view and oblique view refer to the flow upstream of the 
inlet, while the side view refers to the flow inside the 


test section (i.e., fan duct)* Goth cameras No. 2 and 
No. 4 were positioned as far as possible away from the 
inlet in order to avoid any undesirable disturbance due 
to their presence. The offset angle of camera No. 4 was 
calculated to be 30 degrees, as shown in Figure 5. With 
the aid of this large chamber, it is possible for the 
experimentator to stay outside the control room and yet 
be fully capable of operating the cameras through remote 
control circuitry. 

The details of the flow visualization 
instrumentation are presented at the end of this chapter. 
All four types of inlet configurations were documented 
inside the larger chamber No. 2 and the results are 
discussed in Chapter IV. 

In both low-disturbance chambers, the fan inlet 
assembly can be Bet up in two wayst a flush-mounted setup 
in which the backing material is touching the inlet, or 
an extended-mounted setup with the fan inlet protruding 
inside the chamber. These various configurations are 
illustrated in Figure 6. 

Isolated-Disturbance Characteristics 

Cylinders of various sizes placed in different 
positions were used to generate isolated disturbances 
upstream of the inlet. Figure 7 shows the 
characteristics of the wake-disturbance generators. A 
total number of six cylinders was studied. Their 
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diameters are 1.3 cm, 0.6 cm# 5.0 era and 19.0 cm. The 
length of the cylinders ranges from 17 cm to 109 cm. As 
Indicated in Figure 7 , cylinder C5 was used for the 
extensive investigation. 

Supports and clamps which are necessary to hold the 
cylinder were placed on the "false floor" (a large table 
placed ahead of the inlet; see next section for details). 
Hence, when cylindrical wakes were introduced upstream of 
the fan inlet, there existed also some disturbances 
generated by the supports and false floor. 

Several vertical, horizontal and oblique 
orientations of the cylinders were investigated, as shown 
in Figure 6. The top view and side view are presented on 
the left and right side of the figure, respectively. 

Both the heavy dots and dash lines represent the 
locations of the wake-generating cylinder. Examples of 
typical cylinder orientations are highlighted by circles 
bearing a code. These codes UBed to describe the 

_ A 

cylinder orientation are "W”, "W" and "w", corresponding 
to the vertical, horizontal and oblique positions, 
respectively. A numeral following the letter "W" 
characterizes the actual x-y-z coordinate. For instance. 
"W3" is a vertical cylinder at x ■ 45.7 cm (upstream), 
and y * z ■ 0 (centerline of the fan duct). The 
following table is a summary of the different 
configurations. 
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Table 1. Characteristics of Wake-Generating cylinders 


CYLINDER 

NOTATION 

CARTESIAN COORDINATE (cm) 

ORIENTATION 


X 

y 

z 


W 1 

0 

0 

0 

Vertical 

W 3 

-45.7 

0 

0 


W 7 

0 

0 

-22.9 


W 1 

0 

0 

0 

Horizontal 

W 6 

0 

-30.5 

0 


W 9 

0 

30.5 

0 


W 1 

- 

0 

0 

Oblique 

W 6 

- 

30.5 

0 


ft 9 

- 

-30.5 

0 

* x = 

0; 

-22.9; 

-45.7; 

-53.3; 

y * 

0; 

±15.2; 

±30.5; 


Z ss 

0; 

±22.9; 

±45.7 



High-Disturbance Conditions 

In both phases of the flow visualization 
experiments , the centerline of the fan duct was 
relatively high above the floor of the laboratory. The 
reader can refer back to Figures 4 and 5 showing the 
centerlines of the fan duct at 7 and 8.5 times the duct 
diameters above the ground in chamber No.l and No. 2, 


respectively. One of the goals of the study is to verify 
that the ground serves as a vorticity source. A "false 
floor" is formed by placing a ground plate underneath the 
fan intake. In the preliminary study , a 90 x 120 cm 
plate was used for that purpose. The results indicated 
that the ground vortices are not energetic unless the 
ground plate is sufficiently close to the inlet. 
Therefore? in the second phase of the study? a 152 x 60 x 
76 cm table is often positioned upstream of the fan 
inlet? as shown in Figure 9. The distance from the table 
top to the centerline of the fan duct is 3.5 times the 
duct diameter (i.e., 53.3 cm). When isolated 
disturbances are introduced upstream of the inlet? clamps 
and stands are placed on the ground plate to secure the 
wake-generating cylinder in place. Therefore? in 
addition to isolated disturbances? a small amount of 
surface vorticity was present. Figure 9(b) is a side 
view showing the relative position of a vertical cylinder 
placed on the ground plate? upstream of the fan intake. 

Flow Manipulators 

Five different flow control devices are used in the 
flow visualization experiment in an attempt to alter or 
suppress the incoming disturbances. Some of these flow 
manipulators have already been studied in detail (see 
Ahmed et al., 1976). The mesh size? thickness, diameter 
and geometry of the various honeycombs are tabulated in 
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Figure 10. 

The I IT- type honeycombs are plane, with a circular 
cross-section. Four different combinations of diameter 
and thickness are coded by letters "J", "P* and “O". 

The letter "N" is reserved to designate the dome-shaped 
honeycomb used at NASA Lewis Research Center (see He 
Ardle, et al., 1960). A number is added to the letter to 
encode the position of the flow control device with 
respect to the fan. The higher the number, the shorter 
the distance between the fan and the honeycomb, as 
illustrated in Figure 2. Figure 11 is a schematic 
drawing showing the positions of the flow control 
devices. The HT-type honeycombs are usually placed 
inside the fan duct after the contraction. The distance 
between the flow manipulators and the fan can be varied 
(see wigeland et al., 1979, for more detail on the 
positioning of honeycombs) . 

These flow control devices were documented with all 
four different inlet configurations. However, due to 
physical limitations, only the flight-type and the small 
bellmouth-type inlets were tested with the NASA ICD No. 3. 

Combinations of inlets, test flow conditions# flow 
manipulators and their arrangements are summarized in 
Figure 12. The codes corresponding to the different 
cases are described earlier in this chapter and are used 
consistently throughout the rest of the chapters. 

Details of the test flow conditions are discussed in 
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Chapter IV 


Smoke Visualization and Photographic Techniques 

Daring the preliminary study, both conventional 
smoke visualization and the XIT smoke wire technique were 
employed. The former technique is described in Chapter 
III and the later one is discussed in this section. In 
the second phase of the investigation, extensive flow 
visualization was conducted using the XXT smoke wire 
technique which was introduced by Corke, Koga, Drubka and 
Nagib (1977) . This technique allows the introduction of 
a sheet of discrete streaklines at any desirable location 
in the flow field of interest. A brief description of 
the principle and operation is given in the following 
paragraph. 

The smoke-wire unit consists of two parts: the 

portable support for the 0.1 mm diameter wire and the 
control box. The wire can be coated with a series of oil 
dropletB by various methods. For a vertical wire, 
pressure is applied to the oil reservoir to release a 
small drop of oil which slides along the wire due to 
gravity, leaving a string of minute droplets resulting 
from a capillary instability. In the case of a 
horizontal or any other shaped wire, a traversing 
mec! anism can be used to wet the wire with a thin coat of 
oil. However, in an open facility coating the wire with 
oil manually is often more efficient in the later case. 
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A DC voltage is then applied to the wire. Due to 
the resistive heating, the oil droplets vaporize and a 
sheet of discrete smoke atreakllnes is omitted from the 
wire. The intensity of the smoke can be adjusted by 
varying the voltage across the wire. To ensure quality 
photographs of the visualized flow field, a control box 
is used in connection with the smoke wire. It allows the 
user to control accurately the time required lor the 
smoke to be convected into the field of view before a 
picture is taken* and to disable the camera triggering 
circuitry once the sheet of smoke leaves the field of 
view. The proper sequencing of operations is performed 
by a cascade of timing-integrated circuits and 
solid-state logic circuitry. The outputs of the 
synchronization box allow direct interfacing with either 
a camera motor drive or the trigger of a strobe light or 
combination of these devices. The timing circuitry can 
also be bypassed to enable recording of the visualized 
flow field in continuous lighting through a video camera 
and recorder. This latter option is particularly useful 
for diagnostic purposes and was used extensively in the 
early stages of this study. It also presents the 
advantage of depicting clearly the dynamics of the 
unsteady flow field which are particularly hard to 
capture with instantaneous realizations. 

Both the horizontal and vertical smoke wire 
orientations were used during the preliminary 
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investigations. Figure 13 shows the arrangement of the 
smoke wire with respect to the fan inlet which was set up 
in chamber No.l. The detailed descriptions of the 
low-disturbance chamber No.l is presented earlier in this 
chapter. The horizontal smoke wire was placed parallel 
to the centerline of the fan duct, 2.5 cm below the 
inlet. At 1.5 cm upstream of the inlet, the vertical 
smoke wire was positioned off center, 2.5 cm to the right 
side of the inlet. Figure 14 describes the smoke wire 
orientations in low-disturbance chamber No. 2. Only the 
vertical smoke wire is used in this case at various 
upstream positions, both on and off the centerline of the 
fan duct. In addition, a vertical smoke wire was 
installed In the fan duct, 19.8 cm upstream of the fan, 
see Figure 14(b). 

Various camera positions are also shown in Figure 
14. Cameras No. 2 and No. 4 were installed Inside the 
low-disturbance chamber No. 2 and are used simultaneously 
to obtain instantaneous end and oblique views of the 
upstream flow field. Camera No. 3 is used to obtain side 
views of the flow in the test section upstream of the 
fan. In addition, a combination of camera No. 2 and No. 3 
provides simultaneous recording of both end and side 
views in the test section. 
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CHAPTER III 


PRELIMINARY VISUALIZATION STUDY 

Plow visualization results of the preliminary 
investigation are presented in this chapter. In this 
phase of the study, qualitative information about the 
flow field of various fan inlets was obtained in the 
low-disturbance chamber No.l. 

Two smoke visualization techniques are employed! 
the I IT smoke wire which is described in Chapter II and a 
conventional smoke visualization technique. The latter 
consisted of introducing quiescent, slightly heavier than 
air, smoke on a large troy placed upstream of the fan 
inlet in the absence of flow, i.e., before the fan was 
turned on. Once the experiment was initiated, the smoke 
was convected by the flow. Still photographs were used 
to record the smoke pattern marking the various flow 
features. 

The fan inlets investigated in this experiment was 
the flight-type inlet, "Po", and the small bellmouth-type 
inlets with sharp edge, "Bh", and with smooth edge, "Bm w . 
Descriptions of the different inlet geometries are given 
in Chapter V (see Figure 1). 

Flight-Type Inlet 

Figure 15 shows different views of the flow field 
ahead of the flight-type inlet. The oblique view of a 
vertical smoke wire which is centered upstream of the 
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inlet in shown in Figure 15(a). The core o£ the flow 
appears to be free of disturbances. However , due to the 
Bmoke-wire orientation, it is difficult to determine 
whether or not the flow is separated from the surface at 
the inlet. In addition, wiggles of the streamlines near 
the walls tend to indicate the presence of a turbulent 
boundary layer "massaging” the core from underneath. 

By offsetting the smoke wire to the right side of 
the inlet, it is possible to label the flow close to the 
inlet wall, as shown in Figure 15(b) from an oblique 
view. No clear evidence of flow separation at the lip is 
obtained. However, the development of the turbulent 
boundary layer shortly downstream of the lip is clearly 
visible and suggests the occurrence of flow separation. 
Localized streetwise vortices can also be observed in the 
upper part of the flow. 

The presence of these localized streamwise vortices 
is clearly illustrated in a side view (see Figure 15(c)), 
They are characterized by the "crossing" of streaklines 
when visualized from the side, due to the helical motion 
associated with them. They are highly localized and 
elongated. These vortices appear before the flow enters 
the inlet and can be attributed to the presence of weak 
vortical disturbances in the environment of the inlet 
which are stretched by the flow acceleration and 
tilting. Due to accidental vibration of the horizontal 
smoke wire, the smoke sheet appears as a succession of 
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time lines. Valuable information concerning the 
kinematics of the velocity field can be gali.ed from thie 
interesting photograph. 

Small Bellmouth-Type Inlet 

As a sample of the conventional smoke visualization 
technique, the flow field upstream of the small 
bellmouth-type inlet with a sharp edge is depicted in 
Figure 16. Shown on the top (Figure 16(a)) is a side 
view of the inlet taken at an arbitary time after the fan 
motor was started. The time chosen was sufficient to 
allow the smoke to be convected throughout the field of 
view, and to reach steady state. 

The smoke marks the air being drawn into the inlet. 
However, the technique does not yield detailed 
information about the entire core of the flow. One can 
also notice the complicated localized smoke pattern at 
the center of the photograph. This can be attributed to 
the existence of surface vorticity. The presence of any 
surface in the vicinity of the inlet represents a source 
of vorticity for this sink-like flow. Since the smoke 
was contained in a large tray positioned close to the 
inlet, the vortical structures marked by the smoke axe 
most likely generated on the surface of the tray. 

Shown in Figures 16(b) and (c) are two end views of 
the same inlet (Bh) taken in a time sequence. 

Information revealed in Figure 16(c) correlates well with 
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the phenomena observed in Figure 16(e). The differences 
in the amoke patterns exhibited in Figures 16(b) end (a) 
are likely due to two factors. First , the disturbances 
ahead of the inlet are unsteady. Secondly; the 
conventional smoke visualization technique requires a 
certain time for the smoke to mark a flow structure 
accurately. 

As the disturbances of interest in this study are 
time-dependent; the conventional smoke visualization 
technique presents shortcomings. Consequently; the 1XT 
smoke wire technique is employed throughout the rest of 
the visualization experiments, in an attempt to alleviate 
the problems described above. 

To illustrate this concept, a similar case has been 
visualized using the smoke wire technique, as shown in 
Figure 17(a), By contrast to Figure 16(b), this picture 
reveals the instantaneous structure of the flow. In 
particular, an energetic streamwise vortex can be 
identified. Stretching and subsequent thinning are 
clearly taking place as the vortex enters the inlet. 

Other three-dimensional disturbances are also present, 
illustrating the complex nature of the neighboring 
environment . 

Based on visualization results not shown here, flow 
separation at the lip is found to occur consistently for 
the small bellmouth-type inlet with sharp edge (Bh) . To 
alleviate this problem, this inlet was modified into one 
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with a smooth edge (Bin) . Results obtained from a smoke 
wire stretched across the upper part of this modified 
inlet are presented in Figure 17(b). Inspite of the 
difference in inlet geometries, similar flow modules can 
be identified. However, their intensity is lesser than 
that observed on the ground Bide of the inlet (see Figure 
17(a)). ThiB reinforcing of the disturbances by the 
presence of a surface in the neighborhood of the inlet 
was consistently observed throughout this preliminary 
study, regardless of the type of inlet being tested. 

This trend clearly demonstrates the importance of surface 
vorticity generation in the vicinity of an inlet and 
illustrates the difficulty encountered in designing the 
second low-disturbance chamber. The second chamber was 
planned to provide an environment in which surface 
vorticity generation can be kept to a minimum, and in 
turn can be introduced for controlled test conditions. 



CHAPTER IV 


CLASSIFICATION AND CONTROL OF VARIOUS DISTURBANCES 
IN FLOW OF DIFFERENT INLETS 

The results presented in Chapter III led to the 
design o£ the low-disturbance chamber No, 2. The 
description of this facility has been discussed in 
Chapter II. The study of various types of disturbances, 
as well as their control, in flow of different inlets was 
carried out in this controlled-environment chamber. The 
classification of flow conditions and the results of the 
flow visualization experiments are given in the following 
sections. 

Classification of Flow Conditions 

Due to the complexity of the flow field ahead of a 
real fen inlet, it is necessary to identify and segregate 
the various basic flow disturbances. This is made 
possible by placing the inlet in a clean environment in 
which controlled disturbances can then be introduced. 
Three classes of disturbances were .mtified from the 
preliminary study: 

(1) isolated two-dimensional mean velocity 
nonuniformities, or localized shear layers, 
e.g., wakes, jets, or separted shear layers, 

(2) surface-generated vorticity, including the 
ground, chamber walls and the external 
surface of the fan setup. 
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(3) three-dimensional high intensity vortical 
disturbances, made of concentrated 
streamwise vortices. 

In addition to these three classes, a "clean" case 
is always used as a reference. The specified cases 
investigated are summarised in Figure 12, under test flow 
conditions. All of these flow conditions were tested 
with all four types of inlets. Descriptions of the inlet 
geometries and arrangements are discussed in detail in 
Chapter XI and Appendix A. 

In or attempt to suppress or attenuate these 
specific disturbances, various flow control devices were 
tested. (A general description of the flow control 
devices is given in Chapter II). Figure 12 summarizes 
the combinations of flow inlets, test flow conditions, 
flow manipulators and their arrangements. 

The total number of cases renders a discussion of 
all of the results impossible. Hence, only selected 
samples of the representative cases are presented here. 
These sample photographs are identified by an 
eight-letter-code system. The first two letters refer to 
the type of inlet. The second group of two letters 
indicates the attachment setup. Test flow conditions are 
identified by the third group. Finally, the flow 
manipulators are characterized by the last group of 
letters. All codes are explained in Figure 12. 
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Results 


To Illustrate the trends exhibited in this study, 
the results of selected cases are presented in the 
following: 

r iight-Type Inlet, Figure 18 shows side views of 
the test-section ahead of the fan for this type of inlet. 
Photographs (a) and (b) correspond to the extended and 
flush attachment setups, respectively, in the presence of 
sources of surface vorticity. The surface vorticity is 
generated by positioning a large table in the vicinity of 
the inlet. The walls of the chamber do not contribute 
significant surface vorticity unless some of them are 
left partially open. The floor of the chamber is also 
sufficiently far from the inlet. Under a controlled low- 
disturbance environment, the air is supplied to the 
chamber through the porous material of the walls by the 
pressure difference created by the fan. 

In both setups of Figure 18, the flow is 
characterized by a thick turbulent boundary layer on the 
side wall. These boundary layers, which can be 
attributed to the flow separation at the lip, have been 
considered as significant noise sources (see Hanson, 
1980). This is in agreement with the resultB obtained 
from the preliminary study. However, the flush setup 
seems to minimize this phenomenon. Elongated streamwise 
vortices can be observed in the core region of the flow. 
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The absence of other types of disturbances confirms that 
these vortices originate from the upstream surface 
vorticity source. 

For the flush Betup in a similar flow condition, two 
types of flow control devices were tested. Figure 18(c) 
corresponds to the I IT plane honeycomb with 0.318 cm mesh 
size, placed between the inlet and the test section. The 
flow obtained with the NASA hemispherical honeycomb is 
shown in Figure 18(d). This flow control device was 
placed upstream of the inlet. 

Both honeycombs suppress the stretched longitudinal 
vortices in the core of the flow. Some reduction of the 
boundary layer is obtained with the IXT honeycomb due to 
its position downstream of the reattachment region. It 
is not surprising, however, that no such reduction is 
observed with the NASA honeycomb. The fact that the 
separation took place downstream of the device, was 
expected. 

SmaH Bellmouth-Type Inlet . Selected results 
obtained with the small bellmouth-type inlet ore 
presented in Figures 19, 20 and 21. All three figures 
consist of visualization results in the test section 
viewed from the side (see camera No3 in Figure 5(a)). 

The effects of the inlet mounting arrangement are 
illustrated in Figure 19. The left column ((a), (c) and 
(e)) corresponds to the flush mounted setup, and the 
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right column ((b), (d) and (£)) corresponds to the 
extended setup. Each row characterizes a different flow 
condition. The low-disturbance case (reference case) is 
shown on the top ((a) and (b)). The flow appears 
undisturbed for both types of setup and no anomalous 
behavior is observed. 

Surface vorticity is introduced upstream by placing 
a large table in the vicinity of the inlet. The results 
obtained in this case are depicted in the middle row ((c) 
and (d)). The presence of the elongated streamwise 
vortices is consistent with the results obtained in the 
preliminary study for a similar test flow condition. The 
extended setup might be slightly "cleaner”, but this 
trend would have to be confirmed by quantitative 
measurements. For the flush setup case, the NASA 
hemispherical honeycomb was tested. Photograph (e) shows 
its ability in suppressing the longitudinal vortices. 

Figure 20 illustrates the effectiveness of various 
flow control devices in removing two- and 
three-dimensional wakes introduced upstream of the inlet. 
All photographs are taken with the flush mounted setup. 
The left column ((a), (c) and (e)), corresponds to the 
wake of a horizontal cylinder placed immediately upstream 
of the inlet. The right column ((b), (d) and (£)), 
corresponds to the presence of a person in front of the 
inlet. In this figure, we try to model cases of isolated 
nonuniform flow disturbances including complex 
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three-dimensional wakes such as the ones commonly present 
in actual fan- testing stands* The photographs shown in 
the top row ((a) and (b)) illustrate the resulting flow 
fields. Two of the flow control devices tested are 
presented in the next photographs to highlight the main 
trends exhibited by the results. 

In the middle row ((c) and (d)) an 1IT 0.32-cm mesh 
Bize honeycomb is used. The suppression of large-scale 
vortical motions is completed, but small-scale 
quasi-homogeneous turbulence generated by the honeycomb 
is still present in the test section. This latter effect 
could be alleviated by allowing a larger distanca for the 
turbulence decay, by a better choice of the mesh size, or 
by the introduction of screens. 

The results obtained with the NASA honeycomb are 
shown in the bottom row ((e) and (f)). The disturbances 
are equally suppressed and the large distance between the 
NASA honeycomb and the test section is reflected in the 
absence of small scales. In addition, the free 
contraction of the flow past the NASA honeycomb helpB in 
further reducing the homogenous turbulence. 

The performance of the various flow control devices 
was also evaluated in the presence of other high- 
intensity disturbances. These results are summarized in 
Figure 21. All photographs were taken in the extended 
setup configuration and the high-level disturbances were 
created by a large household fan blowing in the back of 
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the control chamber (approximately Cour meters from the 
inlet) , 

The disturbed case is shown in (a) and the flow 
obtained with the NASA hemispherical honeycomb is shown 
in (b) . The large-scale disturbances have only been 
partially suppressed. By contrast , the results achieved 
with the I IT plane honeycomb are shown in (c) and (d) • 
These two photographs correspond to 0.64 and 0.32 cm mesh 
sizes respectively. The large-scale vorticity is clearly 
inhibited by these devices. The presence of the 
remaining fine scales has been already explained, and it 
does not constitute a potential problem for blade-passing 
frequency generation. 

Large Bellmouth-Type Inlet Assembled with a 
Fifth-Order Contraction . Figures 22 to 26 show the 
visualization results of the large bellmouth-type inlet 
assembled with a fifth-order contraction. The end and 
the oblique views of the fan inlet are recorded by 
cameras No. 2 and Na4 Camera No 3 is used to record side 
views of the test section ahead of the fan. The reader 
can refer to Figure 5(a) for the camera orientations. 

The end view and the oblique view shown in the same 
column in Figure 22 were recorded simultaneously (i.e., 
(a) and (b) , (c) and (d) , as well as (e) and (f)). More 
precise information can be drawn from simultaneous 
multi-view pictures, since the flow field ahead of the 
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inlet is three-dimensional and unsteady. 

Figures 22 (a)# (b ) , (c) and (d) were obtained in 
the presence of surface vortlcity. A vertical smoke wire 
was placed at the center of the inlet in the first two 
photographs and at z ■ 10.2 cm (offset to the right of 
the inlet) in the latter case. Figures 22 (e) and (f) 
are in presence of surface vorticity and a vertical 
cylinder , C5, at position z * 10.2 cm (offset to the left 
of the inlet). A smoke-wire was placed at z * 10.2 cm 
(offset to the right of the inlet). 

Simultaneous end view ahead of the inlet and side 
view of the test section ahead of the fan are shown in 
Figure 23. The inlet is flush-mounted in all the cases 
here. Figures 23 (a) and (b) were recorded in the 
presence of surface vorticity sources. A vertical 
cylinder , C5, was placed on a large table at z • -10.2 cm 
(off set to the left of the inlet) in Figures 23 (c) and 
(d). 

Side views of the test section ahead of the fan are 
shown in Figure 24 for various types of disturbances. 

The low-disturbance condition shown in Figure 24(a) is a 
typical "clean" flow. The streak lines are evenly spaced 
throughout the flow field, stretched longitudinal 
vortices of various intensities can be observed in 
presence of different sources of surface vorticity such 
as: a large table in the vicinity of the inlet (Figure 

24(b)), and open panels of the control chamber (Figures 


24 (c) and (d)). Distortion of the streaklines is 
observed in the core of the flow not only when the nearby 
panels of the control chamber are removed (see Pigure 
24(c)), but also when the far end panels are open, as 
shown in Figure 24 (d). 

Figures 24 (e) and (f) show the flow conditions 
resultir" from the presence of a complicated structure (a 
chair) in the vicinity of the inlet. Complex flow 
modules are displayed in Figure 24(e). The effect of the 
I IT honeycomb (M ■ 0.635 cm) positioned downstream of the 
inlet under the same flow condition is demonstrated in 
Figure 24(f). The resulting flow condition is as "clean” 
as that obtained in the low-disturbance condition (Figure 
24(a)). 

Figures 25 and 26 are sample photographs showing the 
flow conditions corresponding to various cylinder wakes 
introduced upstream of the inlet. These wakes are 
typical of two-dimenBional isolated disturbances. In 
Figure 25, a vertical cylinder, C5, was placed at two 
different positions along the diameter of the fan duct, 

(W1 and W3 , as shown in Figure 6). The intensity of the 
disturbance appears to be proportional to the relative 
distance between the vertical cylinder and the inlet 
(compare Figures 25 (a) and (b)). Under flow conditions 
identical to those of Figure 25(a), IIT honeycombs with 
mesh sizes of 0.635 cm and 0.318 cm were placed 
downstream of the inlet. The results are shown in 
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Figures 25 (c) and (d) , respectively. One can easily 
conclude that both honeycombs are equally efficient in 
suppressing the vortical motions. 

Two different orientations of a horizontal cylinder, 
C5, positioned ahead of the fan inlet and the effects of 
a flow control device are shown in Figure 26. For the 
cylinder orientations W6, W9, W6 and W9, the reader is 
referred to the illustration in Figure 6. The left and 
right column in Figure 26 correspond to a horizontal 
cylinder placed near the bottom and the top of the inlet, 
respectively. Figures 26(a) and (b) correspond to a flow 
condition in which a horizontal cylinder was placed 
parallel to the z-axis. An oblique cylinder, pivoted at 
an angle of 10 degrees off the z-axis is the same as the 
disturbance observed in Figures 26(c) and (d) . The 
randomnesB of the positions of these stretched streamwise 
vortices confirms the unsteadiness of this nominally 
Bteady flow. Under flow conditions similar to those of 
Figures 26(c) and (d) , an 1IT honeycomb with a mesh size 
of 0.635 cm was inserted in the flow. J2 and J4 refer to 
the two different locations for it between the inlet and 
the fan (see Figure 1 for honeycomb positions) . Figures 
26(e) and (f) indicate that the disturbance suppression 
is rather insensitive to these honeycomb positions. 
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CHAPTER V 


FACILITY AND INSTRUMENTATION FOR 
VELOCITY MEASUREMENTS 

In this chapter, the facility used in the second 
phase of the investigation is described. The wind-tunnel 
characteristics as well as the means of introducing 
selected disturbances are also, examined. Finally, a 
description of the instrumentation used for the velocity 
measurements, as well as a description of the 
experimental procedure is given. 

Facility 

Wind-Tunnel Character 1st Ice . The experimental study 
of the behavior of isolated disturbances through a 
contraction was conducted in an open-circuit wind tunnel. 
This tunnel is connected to an 180-psi compressed air 
line through a series of valves and filters. All the 
connecting pressure lines and filters are acoustically 
insulated. The air first enters a large settling chamber 
lined with acoustic foam. This chamber is equipped with 
a series of flow manipulators (screens, grids, etc.). 
Their arrangement ensures good flow uniformity and a low 
disturbance level. The design of the settling chamber is 
based on the results of Loehrke and Nagib (1972). The 
actual construction and optimization of this settling 
chamber has been reported by Ahmed et al. (1976). The 
flow then passes through a 25 si contraction before 
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entering the test section. The test section consists o£ 
a versatile arrangement of 15.4 cm diameter plexiglass 
ducts. The particular configuration used in this study 
consists of two straight sections and a 4 si contraction. 

A turbulence-generating grid was inserted at the junction 
between the two pieces of straight ducts. A schematic 
diagram of the test section is given in Figure 27. Also 
shown in this figure is the coordinate system used in 
this part of the investigation. Its origin 1 b located 
along the axis of symmetry of the contraction. The 
x-axis is parallel to the test section axis, pointing 
downstream. The y- and 2 -axes are defined in the 
cross-sectional plane, y pointin'? upwards and z defined 
to form a right-handed coordinate system. 

The measurements were taken with a hot-wire probe. 
The probe is supported by a three-dimensional traversing 
mechanism, located downstream of the test section. The 
reader is refered to Ahmed et al. (1976) for its detailed 
description. This traversing mechanism allows the 
movement of the probe along the three axes, and its 
positioning within 0.2 mm of any desired location. 
Built-in electrical circuitry permits accurate 
determination of the probe location. The velocity 
measurements inside the test section were obtained by 
inserting the probe through the downstream end of the 
tunnel. Hence, a low-obstruction probe is used to 
minimize the flow blockage. 


Contraction Characteristics. The contraction uaed 


to study the behavior of the disturbances In contracting 
streams has a matched-cubic profile. This contraction* 
denoted MC4-10Q, has an area ratio of 4 1 1 and a 
length-to-inlet diameter ratio equal to unity. The 
matched-cubic profile is actually made out of two cubic 
polynomials matched at the inflection point, in a 
regular cubic profile, the position of the inflection 
point is fixed at the mid point between the inlet and the 
outlet of the contraction. The use of a matched-cubic 
profile gives extra flexibility in choosing the location 
of the inflection point, resulting in a better 
performance of the contraction. The design, construction 
and testing of such contraction is given by Tan-atichat 
(1980). 

Grid Characteristics . A turbulence generating grid 
is used throughout the study to provide a uniform, 
quasi-homogeneous turbulence background. The grid, 
denoted G2, consists of a 0.84-mm thick steel plate 
punched with square holes forming a regular square array. 
The grid haB a 2.5-cm mesh size and is characterized by a 
low solidity ( c - 0.37). To ensure quasi-isotropy and 
homogeneity of the turbulence at the inlet of the 
contraction, a grid-to-contraction distance of 25.4 cm 
was choBen. based on the results of Tan-atichat (1980) 
and Marion (1982). 
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Disturbance Generators 


Three types of disturbances are investigated xn this 
phase of the study* wake of a cylinder, wake of a sphere 
and longitudinal vortex. The two*- and three-dimensional 
wakes were studied both on-center and off-center. 

Two 0.71-cm diameter cylinders were fabricated out 
of plexiglass. For the typical velocity used in the 
experiment (3 m/s) , the Reynolds number based on the 
diameter is approximately equal to 1500. This size was 
chosen large enough to ensure a turbulent wake, yet not 
too large in order to minimize the flow obstruction in 
the test Bection. Cylinder 1A haB a length of 15.4 cm 
and can be mounted along the diameter of the test 
section. The second one, denoted IB, has a length of 
12.4 cm, and was machined to fit off-center, 
approximately 3.9 cm above the diameter of the test 
section (i.e., r/R(0) » 0.52). 

A 0.73 cm diameter sphere was fabricated out of 
wood. It can be mounted on a 0.1 mm stainless steel wire 
that suspended it either on-center or off-center (r/R{0) 

« 0.52). 

Longitudinal Vortex Generator . A vortex generator 
is to introduce a longitudinal vortex in the center 
of the flow. It consists of a pair of identical 
NACA-0012 airfoils, hinged at the quarter-chord position. 
The chord length and span of these airfoils are 7.62 cm 
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and 6.99 cm, respectively. These air£oils are mounted 
next to each other in the spanwise direction inside a 
15.4 cm long plexiglass duct. Each airfoil can be 
adjusted individually to any angle of attack. Two 
gear-reducing mechanisms allow the positioning of the 
airfoils within ten seconds of arc. For the details of 
the design and the construction of this swirl generator, 
the reader is referred to Ahmed et al. (1976). The 
apparatus generates a strong solid-body rotation vortex 
core with an approximately potential outer part. The 
determination of the optimal angles of attack for 
symmetry and stability of the vortex is necessary. A 
full description of these preliminary measurements is 
given in Appendix B, 

Instrumentation 

Analog instrumentation is used throughout this 
investigation. A schematic of the instrumentation is 
shown in Figure 28. Two velocity components can be 
simultaneously measured using an x-wire probe. The hot 
wires are operated in a constant-temperature mode at an 
overheat ratio of 1.7, using two DISA CTA anemometers. 

The anemometer's output are then fed to a pair of 
exponential-type DISA linearizerc. The value of the 
exponent used was determined after calibration of the hot 
wires, and was found close to 2,2. The velocity signals 
are low-pass filtered at 10 kHz using DISA auxilary 
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units, to reduce the electronic noise. Operational 
amplifier sum-and-difference circuitry is then used to 
separate the two velocity components. The output signals 
are constantly monitored on a dual-trace oscilloscope. 
Depending on the type of measurements desired, a digital 
voltmeter or a DISA true-rms-meter are used in 
conjunction with either channel of anemometry. Another 
voltmeter is dedicated to the traversing mechanism, 
indicating either the reference voltage supply or any of 
the outputs of the triaxial position indicator. Velocity 
or rms profiles can be recorded on an B.P. X-Y plotter. 

Experimental Procedure 

All the measurements pertaining to this phase of the 
study were obtained at a constant free-stream velocity of 
3 m/s. In addition, the turbulence-generating grid was 
always placed upstream of the test section, as described 
in the beginning of this chapter. 

Velocity measurements were obtained for six 
different cases. The first one, denoted OA, is a 
reference case, corresponding to the absence of isolated 
disturbances in the flow. The other cases correspond to 
the various types of disturbances. They have been 
denoted 1A, 2A, 3A, 1A' and 2A' to simplify the 
referencing. The numerals 1, 2 and 3 are attributed to 
the cylinder wake, the spherical wake and the 
longitudinal vortex, respectively. The suffixes, A and 
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A 1 , refer to the on- and off-center disturbance 
positions. Figure 29 summarizes the various cssob and 
their labeling. 

For each of these six caBes, sets of date were taken 
for both the uniform duct case (C ■ 1) and the 
contraction case (C * 4). In the first case, a section 
of straight duct was mounted in place of the contraction. 
Data acquired in absence of any stream contraction were 
taken in order to clearly discriminate the effects due to 
the presence of the contraction from those due to the 
natural decay of turbulence and the disturbance through 
viscosity. 

Each set of data consists of mean and rms velocity 
profiles of the axial and radial velocity components. 

For each of these quantities, radial profiles were 
obtained at six axial locations, corresponding to x/L of 
-0.33, 0., 0.33, 0.67, 1. and 1.33, where L represents 
the length of the contraction and x is the downstream 
distance measured from the inlet of the contraction. The 
actual measurement stations are shown schematically in 
Figure 27. In addition, two axial profiles were 
obtained, one on-center (r/R(0) ■ 0) , and one off-center 
(r/R(0) ■ 0.52). Following the acquisition, all data 
were non-dimenBionalized by the axial velocity at that 
particular downstream location. The data were also 
compensated for possible drift of the free-stream 
velocity of the tunnel. 
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CHAPTER VI 


DOCUMENTATION OF VELOCITY FIELD OF ISOLATED 
DISTURBANCES THROUGH A CONTRACTION 

In this chapter# the results from the second phase 
of the investigation are reported# starting with the 
presentation of the data for the reference case obtained 
in absence of any isolated disturbances. The disturbance 
cases are then analyzed. Axial measurements are then 
interpreted and s brief discussion of the lateral ones 
closes the chapter. Analysis of on-center disturbances, 
i.e. f cylindrical wake, spherical wake and longitudinal 
vortex, is delivered prior to Uie off-center cases, i.e.# 
cylindrical and spherical wakes. Figures 30 to 69 
summarize the large volume of data for the reference case 
and each different test flow condition. Both the 
contraction (C ■ 4) and the straight duct (C ■ 1} values 
are depicted on each of the graphs. 

Uniform-Flow Reference Condition 

A reference condition has been established in the 
absence of any isolated disturbances. The uniform duct 
data were taken to provide a good comparison basis when 
evaluating the othe.* cases. 

For a free-stream velocity of 3 m/s# the turbulence 
level at the inlet of the contraction is approximately 
2.5%. The radial distributions of normalized axial 
velocity, U/5^ ; axial turbulence intensity, u'/U^i and 
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radial turbulence intensity, v*/t£ , obtained at all six 
measurement stations, are uniform. No cross-flow (V * 0) 
or anomalous behavior of the turbulence was noticed, as 
expected (Bee Figures 37 and 38 of Loehrke and Nagib, 
1972). These reference profiles appear in dotted lines 
in Figures 30 to 39 for the axial traverses, and Figures 
40 to 69 for the radial traverses. 

Axial Surveys 

In this section, axial measurements, recorded at two 
radial positions for all test flow conditions, are 
examined. The streamwise and radial velocities and their 
corresponding root-mean-square values are normalized by 
the streamwise velocity at the inlet of the contraction 
(U^). These velocity quantities are plotted against the 
axial measurement locations, x/L, where L is the length 
of the contraction. The on-center isolated disturbances 
(i.e., flow conditions 1A' and 2A') are shown in Figures 
36 to 39. Five groups of two consecutive figures 
(starting from Figures 30 to 39) illustrate five flow 
conditions at two radial locations along the streamwise 
direction. Therefore, it is possible to compare the 
turbulence decay for various types of isolated 
disturbances at a certain radial location. 

On the left top corner of Figures 30 and 31, one 
notices that the mean velocity increases monotonically 
through the contraction. These curves show that the 


stream starts to contract before the solid wall does and 
that It overshoots slightly at the outlet. Hence , the 
behavior of this contraction is in agreement with 
Marion-Moulin (1982) and Tan-atichat (1980). 

The on-axis measurements of on-center Isolated 
disturbances , i.e., test flow conditions 1A, 2A and 3A 
shown in Figures 30 , 32 and 34 , display some decays of 
turbulence intensities. Figures 31 , 33 and 35 exhibit 
the off-axiB data for test flow conditions 1A, 2A and 3A, 
respectively. However, the longitudinal and radial 
turbulence intensities remain constant and Btart to 
increase at two-thirds and one-third of the contraction 
length for the two former disturbance cases and the later 
case, respectively. The off-center isolated disturbances 
i.e., test flow conditions 1A 1 and 2A' , shown in Figures 
36 to 39, do not reveal much information for the on-axis 
measurements. It appears to be a difficult task to 
record any off-axis data and obtain meaningful 
interpretation (see Marion-Moulin (1982) and Tan-atichat 
(I960)) . 

Lateral Surveys 

Lateral measurements, recorded at six axial 
locations with isolated disturbances, both on-center and 
off-center, are discussed in this section. The 
streamwise and transverse profiles of the two components 
of mean and fluctuating velocities are normalised by the 
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local mean velocity, Tj(x). The radial distances are 
nondimensionalized by the local radius of the contraction 
to accentuate the flow contraction. Plots of the 
normalized velocity quantities versus the normalized 
radial distance are shown in Figures 40 to 57 for the 
on-axis isolated disturbances and Figures 58 to 69 for 
the off-axis cases. The horizontal axes across the top 
of the graphs are the normalized radial distance of the 
straight duct and those across the bottom of the graphs 
represent the normalized radial distance of the 
contraction. Since there are five test flow conditions 
investigated, each group of six figures, starting from 
Figure 40 to Figure 69, pertaining to a given test 
condition, corresponds to six different measurement 
stations. Hence, the reader can observe the evolution of 
the velocity profiles in the test section by flipping 
through a sequence of 6ix graphs. 

One can notice that all the quantities have a higher 
value for the uniform-duct cases compared to the 
contraction cases. This observation implies that the 
contraction does suppress the streamwise and transverse 
mean velocity defects associated with the disturbances, 
as well as the turbulence intensity. More discussion on 
the effects of contraction on isolated disturbances is 
presented in Chapter VII. 
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CHAPTER VII 
DISCUSSION 


The results from the preliminary and final stages of 
this investigation, as well as from the flrBt and second 
phases of the study, are presented separately in Chapters 
III, IV and VI. In this chapter, integration of the 
findings from these results is achieved through 
discussion of the various important ingredients of the 
problem in order to draw the conclusions summarized in 
the next chapter. 

Intake. Geometry 

From the various experiments one finds several 
consistent patterns. The flight-type inlet tends to 
encourage flow separation at the lip. Thick boundary 
layers near the walls can be decreased by placing a plane 
honeycomb downstream of the inlet. However, a 
hemispherical- type honeycomb upstream of the inlet does 
not correct such a phenomenon Bince the flow separation 
occurs after the inflow control device. 

The boundary layer of the fan duct can be minimized 
and incipient separation prevented by altering the 
geometry of the fan intake. All the bellmouth-type 
inlets (i.e. Bh, Bm and Co) have demonstrated such 
ability. The extended Betup of the fan inlets appears to 
provide a velocity field near the inlet slightly better 
than a flush mounted case. 
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In any case, Inlet design for static testing 
facilities, where no forward velocity is present can be 
carried out in a straight-forward manner using potential 
flow theory with boundary layer corrections* including 
some separation criterion. Such codes are now available 
and used in industry to design many internal flow 
problems* e.g., rotating machinary intakes or wind-tunnel 
contractions. Simple empirical approaches can even be 
used in many cases. Anyway, it appears quite obvious 
that flight-inlet configurations should be avoided in 
ground-testing facilities. In fact, proper modeling of 
the ducted fan flow is being violated from the fluid 
mechanics point of view when they are used. 

Surface Vorticity Sources 

By having entire control on the incoming flow 
condition ahead of the fan inlet in the low-disturbance 
chamber No. 2, it was possible to establish a "clean 
flow” reference condition. However, stretched streamwise 
vortices are observed whenever a surface is introduced in 
the vicinity of the inlet. As illustrated in many sample 
photographs in Chapter IV, the distance between the 
surface and the inlet is proportional to the intensity of 
the vortex. One of the effective means to control the 
undesirable flow conditions is to minimize the number of 
obstacles and surfaces upstream of the fan inlet. Such 
obstacles include any structures, large surfaces, even 
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the experimentators. The study suggests that a plane 
honeycomb Installed downstream of the inlet is more 
effective in removing the intense longitudinal vorticity 
and high-level disturbances than the external control 
devices, at leaBt at the present low Reynolds numbers of 
operation. 

As it is pointed out several times in earlier 
chapters, all surfaces near this sink-like flow field may 
act as sources of vorticity. TheBe surfaces include the 
"ground", the chamber walls, laboratory walls, 
neighboring buildings in outdoor test facilities, and the 
outside surfaces of the fan and its test stand. 

Recently, De Siervi et al. (1982) concluded that two 
mechanisms are responsible for inlet-vortex formation: 
the amplification of ambient vortivity as the vortex 
lines are stretched and drawn into the inlet, and in an 
upstream irrotational flow for an inlet in cross wind, a 
vortex is developed due to the variation of circulation 
(or lift) along the axial length of the inlet. They 
claim that these two mechanisms are substantially 
different and that the latter had not been recognized 
before. They suggest that the inlet and its potential 
image on the ground develop this vortex during the 
startup process. They do not explain sources of ambient 
vorticity other than the ground boundary layer developed 
by the approaching mean flow. 

De Siervi et al. (1982) proceed to state "In this 


second mechanism of vortex formation# ambient vorticity 
does not play a role. The vorticity in the core of the 
vortices is produced initially by the action of viscosity 
in the boundary layers on the outer surfaces of the 
inlet. Once the vortex is formed# however# there is no 
longer any vorticity convected into the core; the 
vorticity needed to maintain this is produced by the 
extension of the vortex filaments in the core. Thus the 
presence of a ground boundary layer (or ambient 
vorticity) is not necessary for the formation of an inlet 
vortex. ■ 

We believe that in practical applications# some 
vorticity from the surfaces of the inlet may continue to 
convect into the core of the vortex. In any case# for 
our application# pure and steady cross flow is not the 
most likely operating condition. It is therefore 
preferable to think in terms of all surfaces near the 
aerodynamic inlet as sources of vorticity. This 
vorticity is generated and convected away from these 
surfaces by the mean flow established by the sink-like 
action of the fan setup. 

Both in outdoor and indoor test facilities# without 
substantial forward speed# the flow external to the sink 
is very slow compared to the inlet flow and often Blowly 
unsteady. The outdoor wind direction and the flow 
patterns and direction inside a chamber are rarely 
steady, wherever the vorticity is generated from surface 
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ORIGINAL 
OF POOR 

sources, it is convected and the vertex lines pile up as 
demonstrated by Figure 11 o f De Eiervi et al. (1982). 

The lower branch of the vortex loop Is always more 
concentrated and stronger. This is why it can be easily 
identified and mislabelled the "ground" vortex. The 
presence of a separate boundary layer on the ground due 
to wind, i.e., the atmospheric surface layer is not an 
essential ingredient to this mechanism as has been 
incorrectly proposed many times. In fact, we have been 
able to record both legs of the same vortex loop, with 
their opposite sense of rotation, in several photographs 
like those of Figure 22. The two simultaneous views 
provide us with the adequate information to make this 
conclusion, it is also important to recognize, as we 
have from many such photographs, that the coexistence of 
several such vortex loops is often the case because of 
the several surfaces of different orientations available 
as sources of vorticity. 

Appreciating this major mechanism for the introducton 
of the most undesirable element into the flow field of 
the fan, one may try to select the type of flow 
manipulators required. With the external flow control 
devices used most often in this application, the 
development of these vortices from the mean flow and the 
mean vorticity field is not inhibited. At best, the 
evolution of such vortices is slightly modified by the 
inflow control device where a substantial part of the 
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contraction of the flow is achieved freely downstream of 
it. 

The only inlet which prevents and controls this most 
important mechanism is the one which has a controlled and 
confined slight contraction (say 4 si) of the stream past 
the flow manipulators. We recognize the Bevere 
limitation of such an arrangement from the point of view 
of the radiated sound field. As Nagib pointed out 
(Chestnut. 1982). the best design for static testing of 
jet engines is likely to be a compromise for both the 
acoustic as well as the fluid dynamics modeling, i.e.. a 
design optimization approach. 

Isolated Disturbances 

Isolated disturbances such as cylindrical wakes, 
introduced upstream of a fan inlet were also 
investigated. Depending on the inlet geometries, 
dimensions of the cylinder and fan duct, flow distortions 
can develop into either a stretched longitudinal vortex 
or other complicated flow modules. Plane honeycombs with 
proper mesh size arranged at an optimal distance 
downstream of the fan inlet can suppress such flow 
disturbances. 

External inflow control devices can also contribute 
to their suppression. However, one must realize that, 
becuase of the difference in flow velocity, the internal 
manipulators are likely to work more effectively when the 
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same type of manipulator is used, e.g., honeycomb of 
similar mesh. As was given in the flow management 
recipes of Loehrke and Nagib (1972), different 
manipulators are more efficient for the control of mean 
flow nonuniformities, as compared to those used for 
turbulence management. The bulk of the inflow control 
devices that have been used, including the ones tested in 
this investigation, ore of the honeycomb type and are 
ineffective in reducing such isolated disturbances. 

It is therefore obvious that for future applications 
when localized mean flow nonuniformities, such as wakes, 
jets, and separated shear layers, are likely to exist, 
the design of the flow manipulators must account for 
them. As outlined in the proceedings edited by Chestnut 
(1982), some recent improvement in inflow control device 
performance was achieved by the introduction of grid (or 
perforated-plate) like manipulators ahead of the 
honeycomb. The most important ingredients to satisfy 
such an isolated disturbances manipulator are highlighted 
by Tan-atichat et al. (1982) and Loehrke and Nagib 
(1972). The solidity has to bs no more than 0.40 and the 
mesh Reynolds number to be sufficiently large (more 
than 10,000) to p. •_ homogeneous turbulence that can 
mix the flow and dissipate the nonuniformitier.. Some of 
the uniformization is of course achieved by the pressure 
drop provided by the less than 0.40 and larger than 0.30 
solidity. 
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In the second phase of the investigate f n, 
quantitative measurements on various cases of such 
isolated disturbances , including an already developed 
concentrated streamwise vortex was carried out through a 
finite ratio contraction. The discussion of those 
results follows. 

Effects of Contraction on Isolated Disturbances 

The contraction used in the velocity measurements 
has a matched-cubic contour MC4, with an area ratio of 
four to one and a length-to-inlet-diameter ratio eq^al to 
unity. Effects of this contraction on various types of 
isolated disturbances are studied and the results are 
compared with a uniform duct in order to separate the 
effects due to stream contraction. Two- and 
three-dimensional wakes, developing along and off the 
centerline, as well as a concentrated streamwise vortex 
on the axis represent the five disturbances used here. 

The detailed measurements are presented in Chapter 
VI. Here, the summary of the results is condensed in 
Figures 70 to 72. Figure 70 is a plot of the normalized 
mean and transverse velocity deficits versus the 
normalized distance along the contraction. All three 
types of isolated disturbances (cylindrical wake, 
spherical wake and longitudinal vortex) are suppressed 
through the contraction. This is true for both on-center 
and off-center data. Normalized mean and transverse 


54 


velocity £luctuation are plotted against the normalized 
distance along the contraction in Figure 71. All 
cylindrical and spherical wakes are suppressed through a 
contraction* However, the ratio of the longitudinal 
vortex transverse velocity fluctuation in a contraction 
to that in a uniform duct i6 unity. In other words, the 
contraction has no effect on the transverse velocity 
fluctuations of the longitudinal vortex* 

The above two figures suggest that isolated 
disturbances, except for the longitudinal vorticity and 
its tranverse fluctuations, are suppressed by even a mild 
contraction. It appears,, therefore, that the main 
mechanism of the amplification of the various 
disturbances in a contracting stream must depend on the 
potential tilting and accumulation of the vortex lines 
associated with these disturbances, and their Btreamwise 
stretching into the contraction as loops. This can be 
highlighted by the nei ,ure. 

Figure 72 shows the rmalized characteristic length 
scales based on mean and radial velocity fluctuations. 
Generally speaking, these quantities decrease with the 
geometric scale of the contraction. While the integral 
scales of the turbulence increase through a contraction 
(for more details, see Tan-atichat (1980), Marion (1982), 
and Marion-Moulin (1982), all isolated disturbances 
representing nonhomogeneity in the flow are squeezed by 
the contraction. (The integral scale data shown here are 
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reproduced from Mar ion- Moulin (1962) for the same flow 
condition through the same contraction) , The shrinking 
of the transverse scales of the isolated disturbances 
leads to the concentration of vorticity and the 
development of longitudinal vortices through the 
tilting, thereby contributing to the blade-passing 
frequency generation. 

Figure 72 presents clear evidence that atmospheric 
turbulence or any homogeneous or semihomogeneous 
turbulent field ahead of a contraction cannot lead to the 
development of the undesirable long concentrated vortical 
structures. The integral and other characteristic scales 
of such turbulence increase not only in the streamwise 
direction but also in the transverse direction; see 
Marion-Moulin (1982) for more details. This completely 
refutes the mechanism based on atmospheric turbulence 
originally proposed by Hanson (1977). 

Comparison of Various Type s of Isolated Disturbances 

Three types of isolated disturbances were 
investigated: cylindrical wake, spherical wake and 
longitudinal vortex. The relative velocity deficits for 
the cylindrical wake are the lowest. Figure 70 shows 
also that the spherical wake has lower relative velocity 
deficits than the longitudinal vortex. On the other 
hand, the cylindrical wake has higher relative velocity 
fluctuation than the spherical one (see Figure 71). The 
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longitudinal vortex has the highest relative velocity 
fluctuations. Prom Figure 72 , the characteristic length 
scales for the cylindrical wake seem to be larger than 
those for the spherical wake. However, the 
characteristic length Beales for the longitudinal vortex 
do not show a definite trend. The above observation can 
be due to the fact that the cylindrical wake is 
two-dimensional and the spherical wake is 
three-dimensional. The two-dimensional wake, where the 
vortex lines are all aligned in one transverse direction, 
has lower velocity deficits, higher velocity fluctuations 
and larger characteristic length scales than the 
three-dimensional one. 

Correlation Between On-Axis and Off-AxlB Data 

When comparing the velocity deficits, velocity 
fluctuation and the characteristic length scales, the 
on-center data usually has a higher value than the 
off-center cases. It is important to compare the 
characteristic length scales for the isolated 
disturbances and the homogenous disturbances (see Figure 
72) undergoing the same contraction. The characteristic 
scales of the isolated disturbances decrease along the 
geometric scale of the contraction, while that for the 
grid-generated turbulence increase. 
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CHAPTER VIII 
CONCLUSIONS 

The conclusions have been reached by a thorough and 
systematic review of the results presented in the 
previous chapters, as well as a large volume of flow 
visualization data not included here for lack of space. 
Some recommendations concerning the design of better 
static-test facilities are made along with the 
conclusions. The objectives of this investigation are to 
identify, and possibly develop methods for effective 
control, of the various sources of disturbances present 
in static jet-engine test facilities. The second phase 
of the study Included the additional objective of 
analyzing the behavior of isolated disturbances through a 
finite axisymmetric contraction. The interrelation 
between these two aspects is' highlighted in the 
following. 

In view of the preliminary results presented in 
Chapter III, as well as the final visualization study 
described in Chapter XV, it is quite claar that the inlet 
design plays a very important role in the quality of the 
flow inside the fan duct. It is not surprising that a 
geometrical similarity principle does not hold in the 
design of inlets for static testing of jet engines. The 
primary difference between static and in-flight 
conditions resides in the drastic change in the 


streamline patterns approaching the inlet in flight 
conditions from those encountered in static-test stands. 
The differences between the two cases render the 
flight-type inlet, which was designed for flight 
conditions, unsuitable for static ground testing. In 
fact, the visualization records clearly illustrate that 
the flight-type inlet leads to incipient flow separation 
resulting in thick boundary layers inside the fan duct. 
This may partly explain why noise measurements in the far 
field of the jet in static ground tests still exhibit 
anomalous differences from fly-over data, despite the use 
of flow manipulators upstream of the inlet. The 
efficiency of such manipulators in "cleaning" the flow 
cannot be blamed for this effect because thick turbulent 
boundary layers are created by the unsteady 
separation/reattachment flow module at the inlet, past 
the point of action of the manipulators. 

The various smooth bellmouth-type inlets used in 
this study proved themselves successful in controlling 
this problem. However, the large difference in velocity 
and Reynolds number between the present simulation and 
actual test facilities does not guarantee that the 
present design is an optimum one. A complete potential 
flow calculation, matched with a good boundary layer code 
with an empirical separation criterion, would have to be 
carried out to determine the external flow field. 

All of the manipulators tested in this study are 
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reasonably effective in suppressing most of the 
artificially introduced disturbances. Their efficiency 
in "cleaning" the flow is found rather insensitive to 
their position ahead of the fan. However, enough 
distance has to be allowed between them and the fan for 
the turbulence they generate to decay to a low enough 
level. This distance will vary with the mesh size and to 
a lesser degree with the velocity of the flow. Hence, no 
specific values can be recommended from the present study 
due to the difference in Reynolds number between the 
experiment and the actual case. However, Loehrke and 
Nagib (1972, 1976), Tan-atichat et al. (1982), Marion 
(1982) and Ahmed et al. (1976) provide ample information 
for these design criteria. 

It is worthwhile pointing out that the 
hemispherical honeycomb-type inflow control device is not 
totally effective in suppressing the highest intensity 
disturbances used here. This fact highlights one of the 
key factors related to the design of flow control 
devices. The disturbance suppression is obtained at the 
expense of a pressure drop across the device, i.e., the 
local velocity. The design of a flow manipulator is a 
compromise between flow quality and pressure drop 
arguments. The precise knowledge of the type of 
disturbances, as well as their behavior in the flow of an 
inlet, can lead to a more appropriate design of the 
inflow control device. 
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Based on the results of Chapters XV and VX and the 
discussion of Chapter VII, It is concluded that the main 
two mechanisms for the development of the most 
undesirable flow module for the generation of the 
blade-passing frequency, l.e., the long slender vortical 
disturbances appearing "randomly" in time and space in 
the fan duct, are: 

1) The generation and convection of the 
vorticlty from the many surfaces 
surrounding the sink-like flow of the 
inlet, including the external surface 
of the fan housing. 

?) The convection of vorticlty from isolated 
disturbances into the inlet of the duct. 

Both of these sources of vorticlty lead to the 
undesirable flow module through the tilting and piling-up 
of vorticlty lines just upstream of an inlet due to the 
action of the mean flow, i.e., the potential contraction 
of the stream. These concentrated vortex lines develop 
into vortex loops inside the duct, as pointed out in 
Chapter VII, with the "lower" branch being more intense. 
The isolated disturbances appear to contribute only 
through the tilting mechanism, and the subsequent 
amplification of the streamwise vorticlty and the 
shrinking of its lateral characteristic scale. 

These mechanisms are particularly acute and 
aggravated when the contraction 1 b achieved freely 
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downstream of the inflow control device or in its 
absence. Such free and rapid contraction of the stream 
is extremely sensitive to small external disturbances 
that lead to its unsteadiness, i.e., causing it to appear 
"randomly" in time and space inside the duct. 

A detailed discussion which leads to this 
conclusion fa contained in Chapter VXI. When a controlled 
and confined contraction of the stream is introduced 
downstream of the inflow control device, such as in the 
cases of the large bellmouth-type inlet, it is possible 
to suppress the most undesirable flow modules 
substantially. Even a smaller area ratio confined 
contraction of two to one downstream of the inflow 
control device is likely to achieve the desired effect. 
While we recognise the problems with the acoustic 
modeling of such an arrangment, it is obviously a closer 
modeling from the fluid mechanics point of view. In any 
case, the results completely refute the mechanism based 
on atmospheric turbulence originally proposed by Hanson 
( 1977 ) . 

In summary, the results of this study, though 
obtained 3t low velocity, are considered qualitatively 
applicable, to more realistic conditions. The 
identification o£ the various flow modules, in particular 
the generalized surface vorticity sources, is a key 
factor in understanding the environment surrounding the 
actual test facilities. The flight-type inlet should not 
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be used for static ground tssts f in view of the 
undesirable flow separation associated with it. The 
design of a bellmouth-type inlet is, therefore, strongly 
recommended. A compromise between the two main aspects 
of the problem, namely the acoustics and the fluid 
dynamics, is necessary. Acoustical compromises, such as 
the modification of the inlet geometry or the insertion 
of an inflow control device, may be accounted for 
properly. For example, a far-field calibration of the 
modified facility may be performed with a known sound 
source replacing the fan inside the engine assembly. An 
approach incorporating the various suggestions made here 
may lead to a significant improvement in the quality of 
the results obtained in static ground testB. 
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APPENDIX A 


DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OP FAN INLETS 


DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF FAN INLETS 


Several ducted-fan inlets are used in the present 
investigation. A brief description of their design is 
given in the following parts. Earlier chapters detail 
how these inlets were used in the parametric tests. 

Flight-Type Inlet, Fo 

This inlet is a scaled-down version of the JDT-15 
jet engine inlet tested at NASA Lewis Research Center. 

The scaling ratio is 1.4 to 1. It consists of a straight 
duct on which a blunt edge of constant radius equal to 
1.52 cm was glued. A flange is attached to the other end 
to allow easy handling and assembling to the rest of the 
facility. The whole assembly iB made out of plexiglass. 
The inlet is shown schematically in Figure 73. Also 
included on that figure ore the various dimensions of the 
XIT model and the NASA JDT-15 inlet. 

Small Bellmouth-Type Inlets, Bh and Bm 

These two inlets differ from each other by the type 
of edge. "Bh” has a sharp edge and *Bm” is a modified 
version on which a smooth lip section has been attached. 
The common part to both inlets is shaped like a horn spun 
out of Bheet metal. A flange is secured to one end for 
easy assembly to the rest of the facility. 

The smooth lip attached to the modified version , Bm, 
consists of a wooden ring machined to a proper profile. 
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This ring is glued to the back ?>f the lip* The joint 
between the wood and the metal was filled with body 
filler and sanded smooth. Schematics of both small 
beJ lmouth-type inlets are given in Figure 74 t she mg the 
various dimensions. 

Large Bellmouth-Type Inlet, Co 

This inlet consists of three components assembled 
together: a large bellmouth, a straight duct and a 
contraction. The schematic of all three parts is given 
in Figure 75 , along with the design specifications. An 
assembly drawing is gi^en in Figure 76. 

The bellmouth part was machined out of styrofoam. 

Its profile is a combination of two ellipses. Each of 
the ellipses has a major to minor axis ratio of 1.5. The 
minor axis of the larger of the two ellipses (outer) 
matches the major axis r>f the smaller (inner) one. The 
surface of the styrofoam was coated with epoxy resin to 
provide a smooth surface and prevent accidental clipping 
of the styrofoam. All striations and corrugations were 
filled with polyester filler (body filler ) , sanded smooth 
and recoated with expoxy. Finally f the bellmouth was 
sprayed with matt-black paint to provide a dark 
background for the visualization study. A wooden backing 
and studs were glued to the back of the bellmouth to 
facilitate its assembly to the reBt of the facility. 

The center portion of the inlet is a 15 cm diameter 


66 


' ?ht duet with flanges at both ends. It provides 
adequate apace for bousing various types of flow 
manipulators. 

The contraction part was fabricated using the same 
materials and techniques as the large bellmouth. A 
fifth-order polynomial profile was chosen based on the 
work of Tan-atichat (I960). To add rigidity to the 
assembly, eight equally spaced riba are secured around 
the outer circumference of the contraction, Flanges and 
studs were also glued to both ends. The contraction 
gradually reduces the large diameter of the bellmouth to 
the standard diameter of the other inlets and the fan 
duct. 
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APPENDIX B 

ADJUSTMENT OP THE VORTEX GENERATOR 
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ADJUSTMENT OF THE VORTEX GENERATOR 


The airfoil vortex generator has been used in the 
past by several experimenters to produce controlled 
longitudinal vortex disturbances. It i6 always a good 
practice to adjust such a device against some reference 
conditions before using it. The procedure is described 
in this appendix. 

It is necessary to determine the actual reading on 
the dial and vernier corresponding to the zero angle of 
attack of the airfoils. In this exercise, the airfoils 
were pitched as a single wing inside the test section. 

If the initial nominal setting is truly zero, the 
mean-velocity profile in the wake of the airfoil must be 
symmetric. Positioning a hot-wire probe about 25.4 mm 
downstream of the airfoilte trailing edge, the velocity 
profile was mapped. Although the velocity profiles are 
not Bhown here, they suggested that • ^metric profile 
lies between 2.0 and 2,5 degrees nominal setting. Ahmed 
et al. (1976) showed that this method of determining the 
zero angle of attack is not sensitive to any angle 
changes less than 0.04 degrees. However, further trials 
indicated that there was an offset between the dial 
readings of the two airfoil parts. Finally, the zero 
angles of attack for the top and bottom airfoil were 
found to be a reading of 1.8 and 2.2 degrees, 
respectively. 
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According to Ahmed et al. (1976) , the behavior o£ 
the trailing vortex varies with the combination o£ the 
half-angle, a, and the free-stream velocity. In order to 
establish a satisfactory test condition, i.e., 3A, an 
x-wire probe was placed 1.27 cm downstream of the 
trailing edge of the airfoil to survey the velocity 
profiles for different half-angles. Prior to each 
survey, the above-mentioned basic procedure in checking 
for symmetry was repeated. Once the desired angle was 
set, two transverse measurements were recorded both at 
x/L = 0.24 and x/L - 1.33 inside the straight duct. The 
attempts for 8 and 12 degrees suggested an intermediate 
angle may serve as a good test condition that would 
permit measurement of the half width of the velocity 
profiles through the contraction. Hence, a half-ari’le, 
a, of 10 degrees was the final choice 
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Figure 31. Normalized Axial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Hean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Off Center Line for a Cylindrical Wake on Axis 
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Fiqure 32. Normalized Axial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Along Center Line for a Spherical Wake on Axis 
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Figure 33. Normalized Axial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Kean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Off Center Line for a Spherical Wake on Axis 
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Figure 34. Normalized Axial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Along Center Line for a Longitudinal Vortex on Axis 




0.33 00C 0.33 067 

x/L 

LONGITUDINAL VORTEX 
ON CENTER 
AT r/R(0) • 0.32 


IOC 1.33 -0.33 000 0.33 067 1.00 

x/L 


DISTURBANCE CASE 

C-4 

C ■ I 


REFERENCE CASE 

C • 4 

C ■ I 


Figure 35. Normalited Axial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Off Center Line for a Longitudinal Vortex on Axis 
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37. Normalized Axial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
Turbulence Intensity Off Center Line for a Cylindrical Wake Off Axis 
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Figure 38. Normalized Axial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Hean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Along Center Line for a Spherical Wake Off Axis 
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Figure 39. Normalized Axial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Off Center Line for a Spherical Wake Off Axis 
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Figure 40. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Wean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Upstream of Contraction for a Cylindrical Wake 
on Axis 
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Figure 41. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity at Inlet of Contraction for a Cylindrical Wake 
on Axis 
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Figure 44. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity At Exit of Contraction for a Cylindrical Wake on Axis 
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Figure 48. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity One-Third of Length Along Contraction for a Spherical 
Wake on Axis 
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Figure 49. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Two-Thirds of Lenqth Along Contraction for a 
Spherical Wake on Axis 
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Figure 50. Normalised Radial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity At Exit of Contraction for a Spherical Wake on Axis 
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Figure 51. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Downstream of Contraction for a Spherical Wake 
on Axis 
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Figure 52. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Upstream of Contraction for a Longitudinal Vortex 
m on Axis 
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Figure 54. normalized Radial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Hean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity One-Third of Length Along Contraction for a 
Longitudinal Vortex on Axis 
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Figure 55. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Two-Thirds of Length Along Contraction for a 
Longitudinal Vortex on Axis 
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Figure 56. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Wean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity At Exit of Contraction for a Longitudinal Vortex 
on Axis 
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Fi9U 5*n. 57 w Radial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Bean Velocity 

and Turbulence Intensity Downstream of Contraction for a Longitudinal Vortex 
on Axis 
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Figure 58. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Upstream of Contraction for a Cylindrical Wake 
off Axis 
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figure 59. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity At Inlet of Contraction for a Cylindrical Wake 
off Axis 
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Figure 60. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamvi6e and Transverse Clean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity One-Thirds of Length Along Contraction for a 
Cylindrical Wake off Axis 
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Figure 61. Normalised Radial Survaya of Streamwlae and Tranavaraa Naan Valocity 
and Turbulenca Intanaity Tvo-Thlrda of Length Along Contraction for a 
Cylindrical Wake off Axis 
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Figure 62. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamvise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity At Exit of Contraction for a Cylindrical Wake 
off Axis 
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Figure 63. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Downstream of Contraction for a Cylindrical Hake 
off Axis 
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Figure 67. Normalized Radial Surveys of Streamwise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity Two-Thirds of Length Along Contraction for a 
Spherical Wake off Axis 
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Figure 68. Normalized Padlal Surveys of Strearvise and Transverse Mean Velocity 
and Turbulence Intensity At E*it of Contraction for a Spherical Wake off Asia 
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Figure 70. Normalized Mean Streamvise and Transverse Velocity Deficits for 
Isolated Disturbances Through a Contraction 
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Figure 71. Normalised Maximum Excess of RMS of Streamvise and Transverse 
Velocity Fluctuations for Isolated Disturbances Through a Contraction 
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Figure 72. Normalized Characteristic Length Scales Based on Streamvise and 
Transverse Velocity Fluctuations 
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Figure 73. Schematic of Flight-Type Inlet 
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Figure 74. Schematic of Small Bellmouth-Type Inlet 
With (a) Sharp Edge, and (b) Smooth Edge 
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Fiaure 75. Parts of Laroe Bel lmouth-Type Inlet 
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